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.\11'. Edmond J. Thomas
Chief. Office ofEngi.nccring and T~hooJo£y
Federal Commwliclions Commi$$ion
.t45 J2"'Strttt,N.W.
Washinglon. DC 20554

R£: Aml'ndmenr ofPar/;' 1J llnd 80 oflh~ Commission's RIdes Conreming
Marl/imf CommllnicQ/iom. Second Kcport and Order. Sixth Report:md Order,
and S~ond Further NOlice of l'roposed Rulemaking. W1' Dockel No, 00·48.
FCC 04-3.

Dear ;\Ilr. Thomas:

The 1"ational 1'el«ommunicuion:> and Information Admirusuation C'-'TlA), llII

F_'l:eelDh-e Branch agency wiUlin tho: Ikparunmt ofCommercc. rnanagc$ and authorizes
the F~raI Go\ emmml'SIISC' of the radio frtqucllC)' specuum. 11Jc FeIkral
Communications Comml55ion (FCC) !'I:cendy l.l'Iled a docurnml \ ill !he Fedcm.l Regisll:r
Sttking OOlIllIlCDts and reply comments reganling !he: Amendmmt of Paru 13 and 80 of
me Comrnission·s Rules Concerning .\larilime Communie:aliOll5. \;T!A submincd
comments on !he abo>'e-refercnccd on June 7. 2()().1 I hereby forward the alt3Ched repl)
commentslhal "'-en: submitted by the t:niled Stites COOS! Guard 10 }.T!A on tho: abo'"e­
referenced docwnent.

NTiA looks fOl"';ud 10 worting "lIh the FCC on this item. If)ou have any
qucstions regarding these: reply commenb. plcll><: contact Gal')' Pmrick. Spectrum
Engin.-.::ring :md Analysis Division, of my slftll" ttl (202) 482-9132.

Sincerely',

tilwrotl=J
Associ:llc AdminiStr.UOf
Office ofSpectrum .\lanaganml
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12 July 2004

Mr. Frederick R. Wentland
A3Socia~AdminiSlnltllr. Office ofSp«:trwn Manatement
National Teleeommunlca.tions end Infomtatioo Administnation
Herbert C. Hoovc Building
14" L'ld Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20360

Dear. Mr. Wentland:

The Coast Guard respeetfully submits lbese Re;lly Com.m~ts in response to the FCC Requ~ for
comments published III the FtdcnJ. Regi5teron April 6, 2004 (69 FR 18007, wr Docket No. ()().
48.)

The Coasl GuL-d supports the commenlS of Any 1.4 VIl.'Tt PEl regardi.tti lldoprion afme Class
~D~ VHF-OSC S'.llIld.ard.. A Clus "D" radIO offen e:lhaneements O\·t.! radios COll5U'\lC".ed to the
RTCM SC I01 sundan:! induded in =1Commission rules..

We urge the Commission 10 reject the coml':'lents ofth:: North Pacific Marine RAdio COWleil
(NPMRC) 1 and the Passenger Vessel Assodatlon l (PVA) to I"'rmillhe continued usc of Non·
DSC equipped radios be)'Onll the Commission's propose4 date. OSC offers enhaneed diS!feSS
&Iertina over other methow and is lin essential. elemenl ofme Cout G<..UlI'd's MW RESCUE 21
VHF FM S)'Slem. RESCUE 21 IS lin ongoing <ation",ide program to replaee the aged e:tistine
Coast Guard VHF FM ~em ....ilh modem equiprnenllnd enhanced capabilities. Given OSC's
o'ovlous 5lIJcf)' benefits, we believe that the continued implement.tion ofDSC on the eltisting
Ilmeline is importanl to improving safely for the marilime community. Further, in response 10
NPMRC's concerns, .....e no~ lEC 62238 complianl radios are specifically designed to .void th~

problem ofint=uption "by DSC channel switching or &lmns_"

The Coasl Guard sUppllru the comments of the :-:atiolllll GMDSS Task FOI«" (GMDSSTF) as
well as the <:omm~nts provided by the Radio Techmcal Commission for Maritime Service!l
(RTCM). We note thaI both ""IS of comments "'"ere developed and approved by consensus of
their maritime rehH~ members

I Un<!.~d Bri~fCoIIl/lJt.u orAny La Vural'E m.d 6f1/04
'NP~IR.C Ccmm.~tI 6/"'(1)4 at ~A~
• PVAc_ 611104
'Norio<>al GMDSS TFe-...... 611104
• R.TCM CommCIIlI6..4'Ool



Thl! Cout Guard SUtlngly recommends the Commis.sion reject Ma.riTEL'S6 commenlll regarding
the elimination of 47 C.F.&. § 207(d) emission dcsigr..ton to the extent they do not tl!lale to
distress communications. The: Coast GIW'ti belie"es that such action would be premature. We
belie\'C further thaI, until such time as appropriale rules aovcmina new tcdtnolo&ies life
developed and promulgated the elimination ofexisting emission des:gru.ton would adversely
affeet interopenlbility. a.'Id could hAve adverse effects on the safety of the maritime publh:, and
furtltet could potentially affect other so\'ereign stain. We nole, moreover that elimination of
eminion requirements ....,ouid place the United StateS OUt of compliance .....tth the [ntermtlonal
Tele<:ommuaieatiON Union's International Radio Regulations.

We partially concur \101m the recommendation of the 'Nat:onal TlWlSporullion Safety Board'
l);TSB) to ~quil't inr.tllation of a reser"e po~r lO:m::e on elllTC1\tly Cl<emptcd small passenacr
vtSSeu. We reco:nmeud. ho......,'·er. that in li~ ofsimply lkleting the tonnage n:quill'ment
ecntai~ in 47 CFR 80.917, wtthe Comminion modify its proposal to n:quil'C installalion of a
1exT\'C power supply on "Small passenger vtSSels operating on the high seas or more than 3
miles from $hall' on G1'CalLakes VOyages"l. This cbn~cwould provide neo;cs.sa..,. balancc:
bI:tv.=n enhanced awitime safety IIlld economic bu."l!en.

Sincerel)',

~r,1!±f=
E.6!B.
Sp«~ MlUUlgement Division
By dire<:tion of the Commandant
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